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The point to notice is that, whichever way the defining
clause does its work, it is essential to and inseparable from its
antecedent. If for any reason we wish to get rid of it, we can
only do so by embodying its contents in the antecedent: 'The
man in Paris with whom I correspond' must become 'My Paris
correspondent'. To remove the clause altogether is to leave the
antecedent with either no meaning or a wrong one. Even in
such extreme cases as 'the wisest man that ever lived', 'the mean-
est flower that blowrs', where the defining clause may seem
otiose and therefore detachable, we might claim that future
wise men, and past and future flowers, are excluded; but we
shall better realize the writer's intention if we admit that these
clauses are only a pretence of limitation designed to exclude the
reality; it is as if the writers, invited to set limits to their state-
ments, had referred us respectively to Time and Space.
This fact, that the removal of a defining clause destroys the
meaning of the antecedent, supplies an infallible test for dis-
tinguishing between the defining and the non-defining clause:
the latter can always, the former never, be detached without
disturbing the truth of the main predication. A non-defining
clause gives independent comment, description, explanation,
anything but limitation of the antecedent; it can always be
rewritten either as a parenthesis or as a separate sentence, and
this is true, however essential the clause may be to the point of
the main statement. 'Jones', in our last example above, is
quoted chiefly as one 'who should know something of the
matter'; but this need not prevent us from writing: 'Jones
thinks differently; and he should know something of the
matter'.
To find, then, whether a clause defines or does not define,
remove it, and see whether the statement of which it formed
a part is unaltered: if not, the clause defines. The test can
be applied without difficulty to all the examples given above,
It is true that we sometimes get ambiguous cases: after removing
the relative clause, we cannot always say whether the sense
has been altered or not. That means, however, not that our

